Sir,

We read the article "Platelet-rich fibrin (PRF) as an adjunct to palatal wound healing after harvesting a free gingival graft (FGG): A case series" authored by Kulkarni *et al*.\[[@ref1]\] with great interest.

Authors are absolutely correct in stating that there are very few studies on the role of PRF as an adjunct for wound healing in the oral cavity. A case report by Jain *et al*.\[[@ref2]\] was probably the initial report to be published, which used PRF for palatal wound healing.

A case series by Aravindaksha *et al*.\[[@ref3]\] in 2013 was probably the first study to advocate the use of PRF membrane for protection of the FGG donor (FGG) sites and compared healing of palatal donor sites with and without PRF. Aravindaksha *et al*.\[[@ref3]\] coined the term "Palatal Bandage" for the PRF membrane as dressing for protection of the FGG donor sites.\[[@ref3]\]

Kulkarni *et al*.\[[@ref1]\] evaluated epithelialization as one of the criteria for palatal wound healing by looking at wound closure. We believe that clinical evaluation of wound healing by looking at wound closure is a very subjective criterion. One of the objective tests to evaluate epithelialization is H~2~O~2~ test and was applied in the study by Aravindaksha *et al*.\[[@ref3]\] with clear results. An uneventful comprehensive healing was observed at all the sites with PRF by 18 days in their study.\[[@ref3]\] The demarcation of membranes integrated at the donor sites was visible at 18 days.\[[@ref3]\] The same test had also been applied by Silva *et al*.\[[@ref4]\] to evaluate complete epithelialization.

Kulkarni *et al*.\[[@ref1]\] compared the palatal wound healing with sites where PRF was not used. There is no mention of status of healing after 14 days in the case report, especially about the non-PRF donor sites, which showed incomplete wound closure and some inflammation in the adjacent areas on the 14^th^ day. Comparisons between PRF and non-PRF sites would be more effective if authors had noted/mentioned the time taken by the non-PRF sites for complete healing and the results would have illustrated the difference. In an article by Aravindaksha *et al*.,\[[@ref3]\] all the sites with PRF healed by 18 days whereas the non-PRF donor site healed by 4 weeks.

There are varied reports on the time required by FGG donor sites to heal.\[[@ref4][@ref5]\] Silva *et al*.\[[@ref4]\] observed that 92% of the patients showed complete epithelialization and closure of the palatal FGG donor site at 15 days postoperatively whereas Del Pizzo *et al*.\[[@ref5]\] reported that only 17% of their patients showed complete epithelialization of the palatal FGG donor sites after 15 days of graft harvesting.
